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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 97-7846

M CHAEL F. DEHONEY,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

BARBARA A. SCOTT, derk of Court for Ri chland
County,

Def endant - Appel |l ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Florence. WIlliamB. Traxler, Jr., District
Judge. (CA-96-2745-4-21BE)

Submtted: April 16, 1998 Deci ded: April 30, 1998

Bef ore WLKINS and HAM LTON, CGircuit Judges, and PHI LLIPS, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

M chael F. Dehoney, Appellant Pro Se. Dale Richard Sanuels, Larry
C. Smth, COUNTY ATTORNEY' S OFFI CE, Col unmbi a, South Carolina, for

Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals from the district court's order denying
relief on his 42 U.S.C. 8§ 1983 (1994) conplaint and denying his
notion for reconsideration. W have reviewed the record and the
district court's opinions and find no reversible error. Accordi ng-

ly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court.” Dehoney v.

Scott, No. CA-96-2745-4-21BE (D.S.C. Sept. 29 & Nov. 19, 1997). W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contenti ons
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

" W also note that Appellant's action would fail under the
Rooker - Fel dman doctrine. See Leonard v. Suthard, 927 F.2d 168,
169-70 (4th GCr. 1991) (lower federal courts generally do not have
jurisdictiontoreviewstate court decisions; rather, jurisdiction
to review such decisions lies exclusively with superior state
courts and, ultimately, the United States Suprene Court).




